
IMPORTANT LEGAL PROCEEDINGS.

The Willis and Webb Case in the
Superior Court.

Superior Court.
Before Sod Judge Sandford

Smtth t aldington ami Maty I hu tci/t, against James
JValaan Webb The complaint of the plaintiffs above-
¦amcd respectfully shows.That the plaintiff. Mary I., U
the etdeet daughter of Henry lnman. late of the city of
Bre York, deceased; that on the lbth day of May. 1*44,
¦he intermarried with the plaintiff, Smith Coddington,
that at the time of her laid marriage ahe wae between 17
.ud IB years of age, and reeided with her parent. In
tmawht etrvet, in the city ofNew York and continued
to reside with her parenta. after her marriage, until
hhswt the month of April, lbth when, with her mid hot¬
head, ahe removed to the Tillage of hahway. in the State
Of Mew Jersey, where they have ever aince rveidrd, that

i are three children of mid marriage now living, all
err giila; that before her marriage, and. to the

hast of her reeolleetion, eome time daring the year 1*43,
a correspondence by note* or letter, had been carried on
between the plaintiff. Mary I., and Nathaniel P Wil¬
lie. of the city of New York, withent the knowledge of
her parent*; that about the latter part of that year, or

la the beginning of the year 1*44. the fleet that such cor.
reapcadence had been carried on became known to her
father, who adviaed that it should be, and it waa iiame
dialeiy diseoatinued
That the notea, or letters, which had been written to mid

Matheniei P. Willis by the plaintiff, Mary I., remained in
the pons,mion of said Willie, at the tlaae of the termina¬
tion of the said correspondence, and the father of the
said plaintiff, Mary I , deeming it most appropriate that
the aaid correepondenee of hie daughter with the said
Willie should be eurrendered. but net beliering or assert
tog that she had ever been guilty of cnmlnal intercourse
or that the said letters contained any evidence of an

auch conduct on her part, in the month of June. 1*44.
requested the defendant. James Watson Webb, sal
Oeorge Buckhan, of the city of New York, whim here
gorged as his personal friends, to obtain the mid letter,
from the mid Nathaniel P Wilis and when obtained, to
dativer them to him That the said James Wateon Webb
and Oeorge Buck) on undertook such service.
That as the plaintiffs axe informed and believe, in pur

of such request, and with no other authority
rer. the said George Buckham addressed a note to

the said Nathaniel P. Willis, requesting hisn to meet the
aaid James Watson Webb and George Buckham. at the
cfret of said Buck ham. in the city of Naw York; that the
aaid Nathaniel P. Willis was not apprised of the purpose
for which he was requested to meet said James Wuteon
Webb and George Buckham and at the time appointed
in aaid note went to said Buekham's office, where he met
aaid Webb and Buckham: that the aaid Nathaniel P
Willis was then informed by said James Watson Webb
and Oecrge Buckham thai the fathar of the plain¬
tiff. Mary I , had become aware that previous to her
fusmagi. the had been corresponding with mid Willis,
and that it was his wish that the said Willis should deli¬
ver to them, to be handed to bim all letters and eor-

reepoodauce in the band* of mid Willis, which he bad
over at any time received from her
That mid Nathaniel P Willis stated that he had in his

pemar sion the notes or l"'.tcr* which had been received
by him from the plaintiff. Mary 1., and that he was per¬
fectly willing to deliver them up. aa requested, but not
having been informed < f the olgert for which his pre-
reoce had been desired, he had not looked them up. an

appointment was then made between the said partie*. for
the mid Willis to meet the said Webb and Buckbam. at
the office of the latter, on the following day. to deliver
Over the letters in his pueae oion, which he had received
from the plaintiff, Mary I., to thr raid Webb sad hock-
bam. to be by them delivered U her father.
That (a* the plaintiffs axe informed ami believe.)

on the day following the laat mentioned interview. the
.aid Nathaniel P. Willie again attended at the hour ap¬
pointed. at the office of said Ororg" Buekbam and (here
met the aaid James Watson Webb and teeon;- Book.ham
That the aaid WlUla brought with bua a package In a

taper cow or ecvelope whirh aa ibwplaint lit are in¬
formed and believe contained all the n»tew or h-tters in
hit pomeneion, whirh he had recne-4 tr m the plaintiff.
Mary I., and the said Willis th u a-krd the aaid Webb
and Backhaul to which of th--m he shoot.! deliver aaid
package for her father that the -aid Welsh replied
that be would take the packegi. eiatiag that he bad the
direr'.ions of the said plaintiff »lary 1 to receive th-a
in bar behalf This being as* a ted to by said Bu Wham,
the aaid Willis aealed op the said package and da-
Uvered the same, so sealed, to aaid James Watson
Webb, to be by him immediately delivered t» the
father of the plaintiff. Mary I and with do as her
intent and for no other pir;>m Tbat the aa.d

James Watson Webb tliervnp n fx the p.i--o-e and

upon the trnst that he woaid make aa luwnoitate 'leli-
very thereof to the father of the pia.altff. Huy I ani
for no other purpose r-envoi th- -a.U package '4letter*
and corraepondence. but notwithstanding the trust upon
which he received them b* has rvvr eincw r-ta.aael and
now has tUm in his poeen-siou
That for several year* b fore and up to the period of.

hie decease the father «f the .daiotdE Mary ! Had
bean affileled wi h chronic a-< hma and enlargement of
the heart whereby hi* .¦«>-tuutiua bad b. come greatly
impaired That besides within » few month* aft", is

del Ivery of said b tt»t* by said Nathaniel I* WiJI o

aaid ismes Watson Webb, tie- fa-her <>f the sal pU.
tiff, Mary I was aalt'-d with an tse's disease of tn» kid

neya wfctrh acting up. n hi* impaired physical c rasUM*
tioa -sowed his death ou the seventeenth day of Janu¬

ary 1M6
Tbat between the time of the delivery J aaid package

of notes and letters by the said Wuli* to th- aaid

Webb aad the time tif the dec a-e of the aaid ilenry
Inmaa be waa desirous that the same ah mid tie de-
live rest to him; and with th -t new requested and
avthoriaed his friend the said linage Rakbam. to

rail o« aaid Webb and to request from fa a tba delivery
of the mid package That *a I Bucknaa arc irdi-igty
eallid on mid Webb and re.) u-*' rd bia to deliver up <aid

package to the mia Ilenry Inmaa fhat sai 1 Webb
in repiy stated to said Hurkha-a that aaid ht'et* w»ra

among his papers and that h- w old It t them up aad
deliver them over aa reqeested; but Both tin lit,g
aaid promise said Webb did not deliver t.,e -am to

Mm said Ilenry Inman or to the said Backhan ie h.s
behalf, but retained them in hi - poseewoou
That ansae lima aftt the a.ease of bar aid father,

the mother of the |.la ntiff, Marv I being d<*irnti«
tbat aaid parkag- of note* and letters shou'd ha 4*11-
grved to her bj sail Webb r-qu- tvd a».. »"th nv-l

the aaid Boehhem again tn Ca i no said W. bb aad oh
taia the detitsry thereof That aa d twi-ham did ac-

eardlogiy call on said Webb ai d nc .in r qandef oisb
dallvery and aaid Webb th. u etnar tatement
tn aaid Bnrkham a* to the lett-v* being n .. at h*nd ir 1

again )iinni«si d to look them up aad it ti'er th. ia over aa

ri qnewted Int notwtthsianding th * eec iad piomi e

tba aaid Wsbfa has never deiiven >1 said packag* of lett. re
bwt stall retains them
That the aaid James Watson *iW ta editor and pro¬

prietor of a miwapapar mil-d TW Manful Ovurirr end
Afew fwt Kapwre and the .ai l Matfaaniet I* Willi* i
Lkewine aa ad iter and pr«iprlet»* of a uewsoapar eaB-I
the fisew Jmtmml. which -aid .mw*p*p- r« are print, d and
pwbiiebrd ia tha city cif tew i urt aad rxtsnsivriv rtr-
ctdatad tbenngkuut the fried .-taue ,«I aisewiierc

That from articbe pubtuh.-d u th-ir respective a '.pa-
pwra, M waatd appear that unl e- |,y r-iationa bats fx
aome time e list* d between ia.o W. ah a.d said W,.l.a,
but the piairtiff* are not i<r |i nil..r i4 Ifarm ia any
way or manner connected tfa«te*>t'b <w reip»usibla there¬
for, nug haw 'bey ot etltn ' "I kh in . v-r at aay tltt-f <*

in aay manner intern-, d llrti th r WMB
Aad the piaiatiffsfur.hersi* li.at the piairtiff lis ry

I has never sprkru re-XT ep- .1 >1 . IIa 'fa* *Md Natha-
niei P W tills since her m 4 v.i rn«g*
That the piaiatiff Mary I be k « 'b" said Ja-n-s

Wataon W bb as a friend of tor ta u . an I a. a Visiter
at her fkther's hnwse, from the peri d -if it -r earli"«t
racoilectkm. hut oevvr form-d any particular acqaeInt
ance with him nntii th. y.-ar '.att *h»u trar. u.ng in
hagland. ia canpawy with her I'atuer, she icat b>ai up-m
aevcrvl f*rcasti«s and up. a oae eeaaahxt in tha. year,
while trarritlnf ta He Aland the i.ud ifi bb aad th* plain¬
tiff Mary I with her fait. r pe» ,i f rthigbt at Wurtbly
.Castle *s guests of fair WiUUo bit at tend Atawar. hut

s, net Iter ret turn to the United States la March. IM.'i *he

)|(. na* r rt-ni wid an acquaintance wdb *aPl Webb
That i-n the lfttb day >.# May 1M1 "h« sal.l James

Wat*** Wrhb wrote and publi hed iu h - said -icws

|«4*r railed tba ©BO ISC set Vste Y" H

c/tbat date an article i-ntltled The l» t»d..n 7"e#-» lbs
.'M, Pent at d tha finer JMml.n »c«Pf of whir fa artids
is h-r-io awnckcd tnarki d srh. dole 4. an I In wlw-h lh>

plotot Ida ptay laat* t» r-f«r as part of this Itn-ir rom-

print
And the ptaiati lis charge, thnt apoo the appeanauae

i*isffi'¦ *. . eslls. dxs,w

and eery soon a topic of commuu public coifmiMua;
that Um plain! iff, Mary 1., u Um person m mM artIda
Intended and referred to ft> the person who had keen
induced by said Nathaniel V Willis. and whose ruin had
broken her father'* heart and brought him to an un¬

timely grace
That within two days after the publieatlon. in the city

of New York, of eaid article, eereral of the friend* of the
plaintiff* came to them at their home, in the Tillage of
Kahway. and *poke of *aid publieatlon as referring to
the plaintiff. Mary I., and expressed their sympathy that
she should hare been thus assailed; aud within the week
ensuing the said publication, the plaintiffs became
aware to their extreme grief, that not only in the Tillage
where they reside, but in the city of New York, and
elsewhere it was publicly and notoriously reported aad
assumed that the plaintiff. Mary I was the person re-

frrred to in said article a* the eirtlm of seduction.
And the plaintiff. Mary I., of her own knowledge, and

the plaintiff. Smith Coddingtnn. of his perfect confidence
and belief, solemnly assert and declare that it i* abso

(Utely aud unqualifiedly untrue that the plaintiff Mary
I., wa* eeer seduoed by said Nathauiel P Willi*, or that
*be eeer had any improper association or conneetion
whaterer with the said Willi*. And the plaintiffs further
noat positieely and unequirocnllj assert that there is aa
foundation in truth for any charge of want of Tirtue and
chastity made against the plaintiff. Mary I.
And the plaintiffs farther, in like manner, assert that

it ia absolutely and unqualifiedly untrue that the
father of the said plaintiff, Mary I., became heart-broken,
or thut his death wa* in any manner caused or expedited
by reason of any correspondence or association which
had taken place between the said Nathaniel P Willis^
and the said plaintiff. Mary I On the ooutrary, the
piaiotiffs assert that, to the latest hour of his life her
said father justly entertained the most undoubted con¬

fidence in her integrity and Tirtue. and that he nerer at
any time made any allegation against the plaintiff.
Mary I.. in respect of her said correspondence with said
Willis, except that of the admitted indiscretion of hariug
been a party to such correspondence, without the know-
ledge of her parents, while an iuiuat of her father's
house sn l under age
And the plaintiffs further .Hate, that the plaintiff

Mary I at the period of writing said letters, was of the
age of about sixteen years, had recently quitted board
lng school and was wholly inexperienced in the usages
of society That the said Nathaniel P. WiUia was a

i literary and professional writer of considerable celebrity
and was the author of many works of poetry and fiction,
which hail been the subject of great admiration in the
circle ia which the plaintiff. Mary I , lired and Tisite-1
That the said Nathaniel P Willi* was regarded by the

plaintiff Mury I as ocoupying an eminent position In
the world of taste and 1'tters; and from the fact that he
was an acquaintance of her father, and a Tisiter at his
house, and that the plaintiff. Mary I had BeTer heard
his standing as a man cf Tirtue and character brought
in question, and from the further fact that the plaintiff.
Mary I was on t*rm* of intimacy and friendship with
the wife of the said Willis, (who was cognisant of her
correspondence with him) she did not eren imagine that
n correepc ndeuce with him of the kind which subse¬
quently ensued, could, in any manner, be made the foun-
datlon for censure or reproach
That baring been mentioned in some newspaper article

of said Nathaniel P Willis as the author of a work of
fiction then just published she wrote n Bote to said
Willis to disarow the authorship of such wcrk. That
the said Willis replied to said note, and a correepondense
which thus commenced continued for the period of
about two months, when the fact of its existence be¬
came known to her parents; that although she has no

particular recollection of the contents of her letter* to
said Willis, she belieres that they may contain some

statements or par-cages entirely imaginatlrs bat wbieb.
by fal«e application or perrersion of their meaning-
might be construed to her prejudice, aad upon which
the said James Watson Webb has. in the artiste from bis
newspaper hereinbefore alleged, based a charge of im¬
purity against her which she meet solemnly seers to be
totally without foundation in troth.
And the plaintiffs further state. that the *aid James

\\ at« d Webb baa not. nor ever had. any right or title
to the raid not** or lettera. or any of then, or may
right, penuis-ion. or authority, to open the sealed package
which eontaiard them nor ha* he ever had any right
.r permiraion to inrpeet. read or exhibit or make known
Che content* of raid notei. or letter*, or any of tham. or

any part them f. or any right or title to the custody
threeof. otherwise than a« the eontidential friend or

¦gent of the fath< r of the plaintiff Mary I., upon th
spe-*i truet and confidence rrpored ic him by her raid
father that he would obtain the same frm the rail
WiU*, and immediately band the rame over to her raid
fhther

Nevertbel .. the raid .lamer Watron Webb> withoat
any right, title prBiwi e or authority whatever, and
in r<< lation of the trurt and eoufidenee repoenl In him by
the father of the plaintiff, Mary I am* without the
knowledge or roaeent of the run.ring parent of the raid
Mary 1 and with ut the knowledge or coaseat of the
plaint iffr. or e aer of them bar »* the pUi-itiff* are in-
formed and believe. opened the package containing the
aaid net. e an I letter* bar read the (aid ne'er and let¬
tera. and bae sxhib'ted the rame. or eom* of them or

ha* "end the mate, or ai m* of them orrome parte or

part thereof to one er two. or three. or morw perrons,
!a the city tf Mew York, or elsewhere
And the p aia'.iff* further rtate, that In further vio-

latlou of hi- duty and of the trurt and confidence eo re-

ored in and aeespti'd by him as afTeraid. the ilid
J in e i It atMfe H'eiib, on the nineteenth dwy of May, one

bourand eight hundred and fifty one. by a statement
published by htm in hi- said newspaper of that date, p:o-
P"»ed to piaen the sforcaM I' Iters before (ieorge P.
M' rri- of the city of Sew York, and to prove their iden¬
tity. and to piare one of aaid letter* in the hsr.d- of said
M' trie f <r bis pertiaal (»t>. h tf-r b< i tg arowedly mod*,
as appeal* fr"in the artlcie in -aid novipap.-r eoataimng
r* I offer). ( r the purp e,. of prorut.wg from said Mor¬
ris, iu tbe ai* nc* of the plaintiff- and forth,' purpose
of .« w-paper publication a reprrt establishing the truth
of the charge made against the plaintiff Mary I and
whirh charge he again m<>«t kokn.uly av. rs to he ab¬
solutely fair an 1 groundi*»«

Tlikt anneted h' reto and marked schedule II Is a copy
of(be article publishi rl by said .ismos Ifs'.on Wehh ia
hi* »aid newspapef ¦ f May the nineteenth on* th-uxen d
eight hundred and fifty-one and whieh the plaintiffs
pray '.rare to maki apart of this tbi ir e< mplalnt
Aid the plaintiffs tlaim and in-let that the aaid note*

audi ttet« belong to them or te th* aaid plaintiff Mary
I tl.it tl>- nfe their pre] -rty. and that they are

by law enMtled to the posaassi'in and custody thereof
Ac 1 they ftartberstate that oa the twenty first day

of Mffj el.< tb usand eight hundred and fifty "ns. they
fanwCtte Said notes nai letter* to be demanded from
raid Jam** Watnaa Webb, b jt that h-d l net deliver
tfmi but In r»piy to *ueh dem in.! stated that h* would
Its i. lh' m up and d« lirer th. m to the plaintiffs, or aneof
them *' tf' proper Muu Th-t th- said last mentioned
d* mand an' made at the office of aid Webb In Wall
a'reet ia (lie city of New York; and '.h«y eharge. on In-
f rtr at i'n and belief, (feat the said Wtbb at the time of
rnch den and bal the notes and iet-ers at his said of
bee in his u-todyanl codlr .i

And tbey fin thcr sdate that from the aforesaid pro
cevu s of ,i I .laic*# Watson Webb, the plaiatilfs are

apprrl. n ire *nd an ebsrge that he has made or cause.!
permi'l. <1 or stiffen! to he IT ide *. tne r'.py or copies of
the wt,..|e of raid lefter». or <»f mme or one of them or some

ettrs-1 - r s'.raet* from the same, or fr in ronse or one

of Uiem. aid that utile"rfwstralned by the ncdef and la-
j» liel t. f this !. .notable Cmrt. he will make some fur¬
ther r t.ier ori.W'til.abie and unwarrantable u<" of said
r- ter and let'-"", or of any e« pi. * of or eatra< ta there¬
from whieh h* may hare made or permitted to be made,
and that I.' <vght. theref re. to be restraiaed aei en¬

joined ae h< r» iuafler mentioned
Ai d tie h I plaintiff" -lairc, tlrnt during the pendmey

of this ai ti"n t he snld letters ought to be pis -I in the
hand" of » >m< pcfa n of approved honor and integrity
for aafe keeping
The plaintiff", therefore damse l Judgment .

That ibe raid Jsme* Wat* n Webb may h» adg.tdged
and decreed to deliver over to th" pi untiff* upon oath,
all MM lettera writings. cone»p.»ndsaee aed paoer-
whieh were delivered to him ly the sai l Nathaniel
P Willie, aa hereinbefore meathim-d and ail cogiee there¬
of. or of any of them, sad ail rltracte therefrom, or from

any of tlom. which may have heea made ty lie aid

dames Wataon Webb. < r by a< y o-h r pi nam or y r-ms

tinea the ttf.i when the Mid net*" letter", writing*. roc-

respoi,... nee and paper- wire eoMhdlf by iaid Metha
ai< I P H ilila to said James Watson Webb
And "hat the said James Watsoa Webb may be per.

pet ua'ly restrained and etijolneJl from making, or per-

mttting tt made, any eopy or ritract of or from said

notes, letters o -creep ndenre end pspers. or nay or

either if them and ftosn pul li-hing eapoeing. Insfet
leg grading wing laterfering with, or MnlndMng
and from permitting or suffering any oilier person we

person* t publish, eipi.se Inspect read. n*e. wmlm!. or

nt«rfe*s a ills (At said ¦ lfttera. eerre¦Galiiii

papers, or any of them, or any copier or extract* of, o
from them, or an/ of them.
And that the plaintiff* majr hare anrh farther, or such

other relief In the premise* a* to thia Court ahail eeem
meet and proper. HOKACff t. CLARK,

Attorney for plaintiff*.
City and County of New York, it:.Smith Coddin/ton

and Mary I. hi* wife, the plaintiff* aboTenamed, being
severally duly sworn. nay that the foregoing complaint 1*
true of their own knowledge, except a* to the matter*
which are therein «tated on information or belief, and a*

to thoae matter*, that they bellere It to be true.
SMITH CODDlNOTOJf.
MARY I CODDINUTON.

Sworn before me thi* 28th day of May. 1861.
Wm. H. Sraaaa. Commiaaioner of Deed*.

Said CuUinftoi and Mary/ Ml wife afamit Ja mtl

Walton WM.Sueamn for Rriuf.To the defendant .

You are hereby summoned and required to answer the
complaiut in thi* action, of which a copy i* herewith
served upon you, and to serve a copy of your an*wer to
the raid complaint on the subscriber. at hi* ofllce, No-
bo W ail street. In the city of New York, within twenty
days after the service hereof, exclusive of the day of *urh
service and if you fail to answer the aoid complaint
within the time aft re«aid. the plaintiff* in thi* action
will apply to the court for the relief demanded in the
complaint. Dated June 2 1851

IIOKACK V. CLARK, Plaintiff * Attorney.
Smith Coddingiim and Mary /., An vrift.n. Jamtt Watton

H'rlh .On reading the complaint in thi* action, duly
verified, and the affidavit* of George Buckham, Jane
Inman. and Holbert Sniaiea. made on behalf of the plain¬
tiffs, I order that the defendant. James Watson Webb
show cause before thin court at a special term thereof,
to be held al the City Ilali. in the city of New Y'ork, on

the 6th day of June instant at 10 o'clock in the fore-
n<-on. or a* soon thereafter a* counsel caa be beard, why
he Mhould uot be ordered forthwith, upon oath, and
under the direction of one of the Justice* of thi* Court,
to deliver over to Andrew Warner, Enquire, of the rity
of New York, or to such other person, of approved hoe or

1 and integrity, as shall be appoinUd by this court, all
the notes, letters, correspondence, and papers men¬

tioned in the complaint in this action, aud which were de-
livered to the said defendant by Nathaniel I*. Willi* In the
presence of George iiuckham. in or about the month of
June. IMS. and ail copies thrreef. and extracts therefrom,
made since the delivery of said note*, letters, corre*-

pondence, and papers, by the said Nathaniel P. Willi* to
the said James Watron Webb.te be bald by the said An¬
drew Warner, or such other person as shall be so ap¬
pointed a* rect iver. with such direction* a* to thi* eourt
shall seem proper; or why such further or other order
.heuld 1 ot be made in the premises as to thi* court
rhail seem just. LEWIS II. SANDiORD.
Dated New York. June 2,1861.
Smith Coddinfttm and Mary /., hit wifr. ft. Jamrt

H'utum WM .On reading the complaint in this action,
and the affidavit* of George Buckham. Jane Inman. and
Holbert hmales. and an undertaking daly approved by
me. and on motion of Horace t. Clark, af counsel for
tb* plaintiffs. I do 01 de# and direct that the defendant,
James Watson Webb, do absolutely desist and refrain
from making, or permitting to be made, any copy or

extract of. or from, the notes, letters, correspondence,
and any other paper* mentioned in the complaint in
thi* action, and which were delivered to him by Na¬
thaniel P Willi*, in the presence of George Buckham
in or about the month of June, one thousand eight
hundred and forty-five; and from parting with, dis¬
posing of. publishing, exposing, inspecting or using,
and (except *0 far as shall be necessary for their safe
keeping.) from interfering with, or controlling, the ssid
notes, letters, correspondence and papers, or any of
them; and also from permitting or suffering any other
person or persons to publish, expose, inspect, use, con¬

trol. or Interfere with the said letter*, correspondence
and paper*, or any of them, or any copies or extract* of
or Item the*, or any of them.

LKWIS II 8ANDPORD.
Dated New York. June 2, 18sl.

AiriDArtT or oeobok hvkiiam, ev).
Smuh Cisddimgtim and Mary /., fa\ wife, against

Jam** H'aiitm IVrhb..City anil County of New
York, us..(rvorgr Buckhum. of said city, being
duly sworn, doth depose aud any, tbat in or about
the year one thousand eight hundred and forty-live,
the defendant, James Watson Webb, and depo¬
nent. were requested by Henry lnman. a* hi* con¬
fidential friends, te apply to Nathaniel 1'. Willi*
for, and obtain from aim, to be delivered to aaid
Henry Inman, oertain note* or letter* which the
plaintiff, Mary I . the daughter of aaid II MiryJniaan, had written to said Nathaniel P Willi*
some time before her marriage, and which tho raid
Henry linnan wad d»eirou> should be delivered up
to him. Tbat in pursuance of such request, a note
wan written (ami, a* deponent believe*, by depo¬
nent,) to said Willi*, requesting hiia to meet the said
Jame* Watson Webb and deponent at deponent'*
office, bat without the object of each meeting being
therein stated, or iu any way referred to. That a

meeting of said lame* Watson Webb, Na'.hauiel
L' Willi*, and deponeot, accordingly took place at
the time and place appointed, when the said Na¬
thaniel 1* Willi* wae informed that tho said Henry
lnman, being aware that a written corre.«fM>ndence
bad sometime previously been earned on between
his daughter, the plaintiff, Mary 1., and the said
Nathaniel P. Willi*, wa< desirous tthat all note*
or letter* which had been rvoeived by said Nathiv-
tiiel P. Willis from the plaintiff, Mary I., should
he given or to him. the said Henry Imnivn; and tbat
the aaid Henry lnman had authorised them, the
mid .lames Watsoa Webb and deponant, as his
friends, to obtain them from said Willis for that pur-
poie That the said Nathaniel P. Willi* then freely
stated that he believed he bad some notes or letters
in b s possession, and tbnt he «u perfectly willing
to give tin in up as requested. And it win then
mutually agreed between the said Jauaes W'oUou
Webb, Nutnanio* 1'. Willis, and deponent, tbat
they should ngaiu meet on the following day at the
same place, laid Willis undertaking toTook up said
note* or letters in the meantime, and. to bring them
with hia, and deliver them over.
Tbat, accordingly, on the next da v. the said

James Watstn Webb, Nathaniel I*. Willi*, and de¬
ponent, again met at deponent's office, pursuant to
the arrangeicent, and the said WLlis then pro-
duced a piu-kagr in a paper cover, whiob, ho in-

M W(formed the smiT Webb and deponent, contained all
tbe uotcs or letters in his passes*ion winch he
had received from the said plaintiff, Mary L, and
inquired to which of the parties present (meaning
.aid J allien Watson Webb and deponent) be should
deliver said | act.age That said Webb replied,
" \ ou may give them to and deponent be-
licvmg it tw be wholly immaterial to which ot them
said pit kage should he delivi red. as nted thereto.
That the said Willi" i hereupon Maled up the raid
package, and i.auded it to the said W'ebh, ui in by
him diltvervf to tho said Heury lnman. That
the said Webb received the .aid o« ka^e, and took
it away with Lua, and deponent has never seen It
sine*
And depoo'r.t »ay*, that the proceeding* at

both of *id uiectinga wire thinsghout .f a
couiteou* nature.thai nothing tike a throat or
menace w i,« li-ld out to said Wiilit, nor was an)
charge "i r<nl*nient tunic of his ha ,ug aedtond
tho plaintiff, 'ary 1 . o- 'hat ttie .aid Heavy In-
man bad ar., "t, a m asopounti thereof,or thai any
improper lotercow- . b .1 tak'ot place IwtVien said
Wuila aril the plaintiff, VI uy I.
And deponent say , that for several years prior

to said interview, aid from that tun down tw
the day of the dea h of the sai l Henry Inut-vn, on
the M-veiitc.-r th day of Janoary, one thousaud
eight buodr, dand forty-sit. thi'deponent wa< ou
trims of tbe ckMll fro-t. I'hip ami intimacy wilh
him. ar»i. it th poneiit finely oeiwvoe, hi*! his uiv
rt servid oonf den -e; that, ilumig the petiusi referred
to, deponent was consulted by lint, a* w II no hi.
business nffniia, as on matins relating to bis pri¬
vate and family csuteertis. and during the whole of
,«mb ps*ri«>d, encepl at U'-h tlm* . astlic said Henry
ltiBian was t> mjwsrorih avsvi.t from his rcsideasin in
the city of New \ ork, itepom nt wxi in the froqueut
liiibit t private and ooBfidrultaJ conversation with
hint, ami that ru* U intercs»Hi*<- tor,tinned down to
and during the la-t ill-- of (he said Henry lnman

A*.*! »b | nnent say r, tbi*t both before and after said
interview*, he had many ronrrisationa with the said
liniiy Itintnn, in which hi family affairs weretooet
freely d:/eu-sed; but that the said Hcr.ry lnman
never, upen any oceas on, cither directly nr indircet-
Ij stats d, nr gave lic|>>tieiit rsue even to imagine,
that h« bad any knowledge, or thought, or >u-pi-
Mi'ti that his said daughter v.as otherwise than pureand Virtuous, or thjt the said note* or l"ttcr* written
hy hei rvtitiiiSStl any evidence or sny'hing tending
U evince her seduction or want of ehaHity.
At <1 deponent further .«)., that front hiscl«»e snd

ronfulei *.»I intiniaey with the stud Henry lnman.de-
lotirot feels firmly assured that if the said HenryIonian I ad known, o- thought, or susj.ecti d that his
snid daughter had been rwluts d, tbe said Henrylruntn would most certsioly have disclosed such
knowledge, tbot.'gbt, or tti-pition, to de|ement.And def "tient believes thst if the health or spirits
of the raid lltnry I'ltnaii hud at any time been «*rl-
. os'y sflectsd l»y any sou It knowledge, tliought, or
Miqirinn, deponent eoelst not have tailed tooeeome
nrusintntvd trierewith And this deponent verily
b, Iirsr . that, to the time id hi' dea>li, th" said
I'et.iy lr,ti ar had the fullct eonfufen* e in lite vir-
toe nt.tl If tegt'ty of his raid ri«ughter, and ha<l
tever km wn or entertained any thought or suf-
t *,r. if In having breti s* due,-d hy. «r hivingI sit n | r« j er ii.fen nor.-e wi< h, th* said Nathaniel
I Will, or any nth. . per Mm.
Aid u«psi.iit ssya, that the .ad Henry In-

msu nivtr, directly of titd rvwtijr, esprn«*ed oc

intimated to deponent any (bought or suspi-
oicn that the correspondence hot ween his said
daughter and the aaid Nathaniel P. Willie
tiulained any disclosure, admission, or evidence
of her oedaetiou, or of any unchaete inter-
(oune between her and the said Nathaniel P.
Willie. That ha censured the said Willis for
having engaged in said correspondence, and also
censured his daughter for having been a partythereto; but, so far as regarded his said daughter,
he ntver, to deponent's Knowledge or belief, re¬
garded it otherwise tbun as an act of indiscretion.
And deponent says, that he Dever heard it alleged

that the said plaintiff, Mary I., had been seduced
by said Nathaniel P. Willis, until after the pub¬lication of the article in the New York Courier and
En/unrtr¦, of the lilleeuth day of May, instant, en¬
titled "The l.cnd"n Times, the Day Book, and the
Hi nit Journal," to which article the attention of
this deponent was called early ou the morning of
the dsy of publication thereof, and throughout the
day, and for several succeeding days, as referring to
the said Mary I.
And deponent says, -that some time after the

surrender of said notes or letters by said Willis,the said llcnry Ionian was desirous that the
same should be handed to him and be in his
possession, and for that purpose requested deponent
to call on the said Juincs Watson Webb and ob¬
tain tho said package and hand the same to him ;
and that depooent aid uocordingly, at the requestof said lleury Ionian, call en the said James Wat¬
son Webb, and inform him of the desire of said
Henry Ionian, and request him to deliver said notes
or letters to deponent, to be by him banded to said
Henry Inman. That in reply to such request, the
said Webb stated to deponent that he would look
them up and deliverorscnd them to tho said HenryInman, but, as deponent believes, he never did d£¦
livei or send them to tho said Henry Inman.
And this deponent says, that after the death of the

said Henry Inman, his widow, Jane Inman, the mo¬
ther ofthe plaintiff, M ary I., being desirousofobtain-
ing the possession of said notes or letters, requesteddepoDent again to call on the said James Watson
Webb, and obtain the same and hand them to her.
That deponent again called on said James Watson
Webb, and informed him tha' the said Jane lunan
desired to hare the said notes or letters in her pos¬
sess! in, and requested him to deliver them to depo-
firnt, for the purpose of their beiog handed to the
said Jans Inman, and in reply to such request. the
said James Watson Webb stated that ne would
look them up and deliver or <*<nd them ovar, as re¬

quested; but, as deponent believes, he never com¬
pile i with his promise.
And this deponent says, that the said notes

tuid letters were delivered by the said Natha¬
niel 1'. Willis to the said J lines Watson Webb
on the express trust to deliver the same to
the said Ilenry liunan, and for no other pur¬
pose, to deponent's knowledge and belief; and
that deponent has never read or beoornc acquaintedwith the contents of the same, or any or either of
tbtm, nor should this deponent have oonsidcred
himself at liberty to have opened the package and
made hinirtlf acquainted with the contents of said
notes or Ittters, had the said package been deliver¬
ed to him. And further this deponent saith not.

Gko. Buckham.
.Sworn this 31st day of May, 1H51, before me,

Gko. P. Nelson, Com. of Heeds.
AFFIDAVIT OF MRS. HENRY INMAN.

Smith Ccddingtun and Mary J. fa* wife againstJamts llu/Jim tVdtb..City and County of New
York, st..Jane Inman, of Hempstead, Queens
county, in the State of New York, being duly
sworn, says, that she is the widow of Henry Inman,
late of the city of New York, deceased; and that
the plaintiff, Mary 1., is the daughter of depo¬
nent and of said Ilenry I urn an; and this deponent
says, that the discovery by her and the stid llnnryInman thai her daughter, the said plaintiff, MaryI., had, unknown to them, been engaged in a corres¬
pondence with Nathaniel P. Willis, did not, nor
did any other facts or circumstances, excite in thoir
minds any belief or suspicion that the plaiutiff, Mary1., had been seduced by said Willis, or that any cri¬
minal intercourse bad ever taken place or been con¬

templated by the said nlaintiff, Mary 1 , and the said
Nathaniel P.Willis. 1 hat the said Ilenry Inman and
deponent considered such correspondence an act of
thoughtlessness and indiscretion which, althoughhighly censurable, was attributable to the extreme
youth and inexperience of the plaintiff, Mary 1.
And deponent says, that from the time ofeuoh du-

covery down to the death of the «aid Henry lu¬
men, she had the meat free, full, and unrenewed
convenation wi.h hiin regarding auch correspon¬dence, andthc conduct and character of their daugh¬
ter. the plaintiff, Mary I , and was fully ajoquainted wi:h his views and opinions respecting the same;
and she ia thereby enabled to .-tale, positively and
without reserve, that the aaii Henry Inman never,
at auy time, entertainedany doubt or suspicion id
the purity of their said daughter, Marr I.
And this deponent further say a, that the allegationof the death of the said Henry inuiau having beeu

cauaed or hastened by a knowledge or belief oi the
seduction of the plaintiff. Mary 1 , is eutirely un¬
true. And deponent says, that she never believed or
entertained the thought or suspicion that the said
plaintiff, Mary 1., had been Mrduetd or was other¬
wise than chaste and virtuous, and that -be no*
fully and firmly believes her said daughter to be,
and to have always beeu, chaste and virtuous. And
deponent says, that neither the* nor the »aid Henryli. man were Vver desirous of obtaining the note- or
letters which had beeu written by the oUiuliff,Mary I., to the said Nathaniel i*. Willis, Ire in anyknowledge, belief, fear, or su-piciou that the name
contained any adud-sion or evidence of the aeduo-
titn of the plaintiff, Mary 1., or wuld in any wayimpair or affect her ropuution for chastity or
virtue; but that both the said Henry Intnaa and
deponent were desirous of obtaining possession of
said notes and letters, from a feeling of the impro¬priety of permitting notes or letters, sh itten by a
young and inexperienced girl, without tha
iedeo of her parenU, to i-e nam in the hands of
the said Nathauiel 1*. M lllis, or of any |-*i*on.That it was for that reasou. aud not with any be¬
lief, or fear, or suspicion, that the said notea or let¬
ters did or might contain sr.y prool or adinisaiou af¬
fecting the virtue or chastity of the plaintiff, MaryI that the said Ib-nry Inman, in his lifetime, and
deponent, after his decease, requested! ieoigu tlmk-
I ,ilu, who had. for several yours, been a verv ulti¬
mate and confidential friend ol said lleury In in an
and ill poneut, to call on theileliu.laot, James Wat-
aon Webb, and obtain and deliver to die in, re¬
spectively, the notes or letti-rs of the and pleiiitiff,Mary I.."which had been handed bv the saoi Na¬
thaniel r Willis to the said James W also a * ebb,
to be delivered Hp to the said Henry Inman,
Aud lurtber this deponent saith not.

Javic Imu.vi.
Sworn this IKlth day of May, H31, bilors iue,

t»Ko. 1'. NtLwet, CvtuuiMisMr «1 l»*iod.s.
afhuavit or Houucmi -m.u.k.«. k-«i*MmUh CWiwgfw <1Hd Aim * /.,*« wi/r,JW.s H .City nn4

Yurk, #*..Holbert finales, of saiieily, bet g du.y
sworti, says, that at the request >._* by dire turn of
the plaintitts in this a» 'u»n, deponent, on the tweuty-first day of May,one t hou and ugh'- hundred ;U*1Bit V-
I.ne, called on the defendant. J-ma- « at-on Webb,
at his offiir*. iu Wall street, in the city of New 1 ore.
and in the names and on behalf el the ntainul* de¬
manded the notes or Utter* mentioned in th- com¬
plaint ill this action ; but the s*id Junes Watson
Webb did not deliver the same, or any of tboiu, to
deponent thou or at tiny lime .

And deponent says, that. in answer tr snob do-
ii,and, the said lames Watswu \N ebb sealed he
would deliver said notes or letters to Uio plaintiff,
f mull t odtfingtou,or to the plaintiff, Mary ' i-*-
Jmgton, at the prv|*r time. II. IWAMW.

i-worti before uut thu.Wth day of May, fchil.
Vt m. 11. M-asks, Cojaw is. o! IHieds.

s r m k tt t U A .

Tits IsiSTei" Turns iiu. I»*. Ihs'iK. av:> tm;
II.,Mk Join >A1... iiie personal abuse vduou uisybe heaped upon the editor ef this »r auy other A.uo-
i, an i. ureal, by the <»ww%newspaper iu Isondot . JBut Veiy lit b* I[Uportauea to the editor slsudered,
ami ot still lets eonsequeuoe to bis maders Hut
. lu ll liek abuse is n.tended to dewoiiotr-tc U. .»11
t.nr. pe tb.u the puss ..t tb- I lilted late . gene¬rally , la in the hainU ol reckless audunpriwc.pl.*
nu n. and iU lia.ln.g |n«-s uondueie I by * s .«. Aid,
a seducer, a .wiuoier, and a seiilenaed felon, wno
ess at- d Ifee lasl.," and thv charge -metalnod by ex-
t«rated extra. Ia from the New \u.k />»* aud
V, ,||,. s H>.rm Jim, vol, it btcoin. a a duty to relet o
the sul ii-et. i.ol by wsy of defense at home, but to
sustain these who. fioui a mere leeUng ol magna¬
nimity ai d aelf-respect, have deemed it right to
tb fe'td !*. ab^nt, and rtbuke ihw MMdtm.

Tin* London /tows is the great advocate of "(ree
trade" just now, and will continue to be jm*l so long
as that continues the popular side ot the question J
but it i* notorious to toe reading world ot both hu-
,ope and Aiueriea, that since the p-sssge of the
Uelorm bill, more than twenty years ago. the #imtt
is I In veriest weathercock inoautcueo. Itchange*
with public opim«n from day to day, and fuar
lo y.ar; ami ..nbhi-hmgly avows its venlabtyZ thia regard. In one lespeet only has I ever ex¬
hibited suy oonsiatency; and that is, in i s h.dred
ol averylhing A inenrau, and il- unceasing labors to
defame and -lander our people and our institatioiia,
¦ oil to ininre ihem in the estimation of humpe.Thisihameful props-nsity, indulged in with the most
reckless disregaid of truth and eoinin >n de.em y,
. e have from time to time exps.sed, asour readera
well know; and in consequence, andbecuuwwu
have pointed out the injury which Kugl.ndU suffer¬
ing Horn free trade, th. T,mt* has never faded to
embrace every opportunity which "f r*|publishing the ssurrlllty and abuse which husbeew
so frequently heepe.1 apon us by the filthy sheet*
whose names disgrace our enlumiis in thw urtiele.
Its reeent etlack was one mere jwrsonal and abusive
II an those which preceded it; and so utterly reek-
»e-- end s. urriloua, that some Americans in Is.u-
,1 and the Undon prese, cried out shame, and
reh. ktd it in a manner which compelled the Mitor
on the 2Mh all., to offer the only apology which ho
could iav*ut, Hi it* WM M* H

much to Mitenil the editor of this paper, a* to exhib t
the character of the American press and ltd con
ductore.

'J o the IMorning Post and ite correspon¬dent, we feel especially indebted for it* defenoe of
u* individually ; and atill more no, for it* defence of
the American pre** generally, and it* expose of the
character of the Day Boole and iU co-laborers in
inlamy. Alluding to the personal assault baaed
u| on the Day Book and Home Journal, the Morn-
lag host ray*:.
" (>ur readers will be surprised, on perusing the

article in question, that any newspaper in theworld
xhculd have been so lost to all sense of propriety as
to originate such a thing; and we mar safely leave
thtm to injttke the comments which their own feel¬
ings will dictate.but which we forbear even tosug-
gi xt.as to the conduot of our cotemporary in re¬

publishing an article so infamous, and giving to a
shameless personal libel the currency of its extend¬
ed circulation, und the prestige ofits name, without
check or qualification.
" This would be bad enough, had thejournal and

the editor who were defamed been utterly unknown
to our contemporary, and the article been cited (as
it professed to lie,) merely to show what one trans¬
atlantic editor could say of another; but when it
transpires that the journal attacked has been for
years the declared, but open and manly antago¬
nist of the Times, the re-publication looks some¬

thing less like the effort of a mere amateur in litera¬
ry curiosities; and the climax is rcuchod when it is
declared that the " editor" of this journal, who is,
in this article, held up to the detestation of man¬

kind, us a ntvns^r whose very existence is a stain
upon humanity, is a gentleman of education and
high social position.a frequent visiter to Utw ooun-
try, and familiarly known to many persons in tho
foremost ranks of English society; and, finally,
known to the world at large as the intimate friend
of the late President Taylor, (who, in fact, owed
his election to the Executive chair in no small do-

free to General Webb's efforts and influence).and
y bim appointed Minister of the United States to

the courier Vienna; an appointment which is ih
itself so far a guarantee of a man's character and
position, so as to make it appear incredible that any
journal, having the least care for its own reputation,
would make upon him. in his absence, so gross and
wanton an attuck as was involved in the deliberate
and unreproved re-publication of the foul-mouthed
philippic, of which we are reluctantly compelled to
speak, and for which the letter already named has
solioited our careful and especial consideration."
The editor tben proceeds in a manly and inde¬

pendent tone, for which we are quite sure every
American will thank him, to point out the shame¬
ful manner in which the Times has traduced this
country for years past, by constantly quoting from
the least reputable prints in it, and pretending to
judge the United States by su;h standard*. He
says:.
"But, in fact, the articles which the Times has

published have been extracted frum journal* not
only devoid of all character, but well known to our

contemporary as being so ; and worse still, as not
American in any respeot, but the locality of publi¬
cation.being, in truth, owned and conducted by
Europeans, many of whom have little in common
with the interests or respectability of the country of
their adoption."
"It is unquestionably true, thut the English esti¬

mate ot the character and ability of American news¬

papers has been influenced and modified by, if not
actually formed upon, the extracts made from them
by the English journals; and it is equally true,
that no paper makes those ' extracts' as freely as
the Time*."
" Conduct like this is so disingenuous, and ao ut¬

terly opposed to every English instinct of fair play,
thai even the consummate assurance of our con¬

temporary cannot carry it off, if once fairly plaoed
before the public, and clearly exposed.
"llad the AVir Ywk Courier or Journal of Com¬

merce habitually laid before its readers extracts
from the Age or the Satinet, and solemnly avouched
them as examples of English newspaper literature,
and expressions of English sentiments, declaring
those journals themselves to be ' tbe leading organs
of publio opinion' in Great Britain, it would be but
tbe precise counterpart of what the Time.i has done,
wilfully and determinately, for the last fifteen years,
in the face of all that could be urged agaiust such
gross and wanton misrepresentation."
" i'ublic opinion, in the United States, is influ¬

enced by, and imparts its toue to, suoh journals as
the Couiier awl Kmjuirer, the Advertiser, and the
Journal of Commerce,of New York; the lnteitigenrrr,
of Washington; the Gazette, of Philadelphia; and
the Journal, of lioston, with many others of proxi¬
mate status. whom wc forbear to MM| and by
every arrival from America, copies of uiauy of these
papers reacb every member of the metropolitan
press. Y'et tbe Times prefers to ignore the very ex¬
istence of these journals; and lays before its readers
tbe ribaldry and mis-statements of a paper excom¬
municated from society, as if it were the truthful
narrative of passing events on the other side of tbe
Atlantic, a fair expression of public feeling aod
opinion, and an average specimen of American
newspaper talent and newspaper morality."
Tbe lemduu Motnm t Post and its correspond¬

ents, having thus defeuded tbe absent and vindi¬
cated the pre** of the United plates, ««ci**it t»
that pre** to rxplaiu why we should have been thus
assailed by the editor* of the Hume Journal and the
Itay Hot.k.N. P. Willis and Stimuu.yir nobUe
ft-.num.
Tbe ns me of the /key Rook never appeared in our

column* but oucc, until this day; ana then for the
simple purpose of enabling u* to say, in the name of
Mr W tbeter. and some balfdotrn of our most pro¬
minent statesmen, and in the name and behalf of
many of our loading merchants, that a card, got
up and widely circulated, purporting to be an en¬
dorsement ot tbe principle* ot tbe iAry Book, and
uiging subscription to it, was a gross and ilelibe-
. ate lorgerv. The article oopnu by tbe TTimet,
waa in reply to an exposure of ita fraud; and, of
course, never was noticed bv u*. So utterly oh*
scare is the print in which it appeared, that, al¬
though it ha* Keen published for somO jear* to this
city, we hare never by any accident met with a
dor.t-n co| ics ol it during the whole ixiriud of its cx-
laleuce.
Mr. N. P. Willi* and the Uon<t Jafmwi), tbo ac¬

tus author and originator of inont of the bty
Uiyfk't slander*, are bolter known; and b-cau«o
they an- well known, we feel celled upon to explain
the origin of what ie reputed to have beeu oue of
the foulest aitd iu ><t cowardly aaaxult* upon private
c karat ter ever made by a n«w*pitper in tbianouutry.
That chard (erratic a«mult war, a* our rradora w.-U
kuow. made alter Wv had lelt the feutrf, and war
forwarded by It* author to our ilooaul in Vienua,
ter (iieulation in rhat city. Hut the Consul in a

gentle man, and, of tourae, eoulti uot lower hiiawlf
to mi bare a pur|M -r. nor would be even peraitt u.«
t« read the attack, which he .-imply tharai teriiod
an iidumuu* and bane Sim* our return, it ha*
beeu it peat-<1Jt < m loeeti to un, together « th full
| articular* of Wil2i*'a connection with the Korieal
d voice cane, hi* hen g hornewhipped by t'orreat,
and a fell account of h i .« doing* in i.urope. bi« bor¬
row u g money from Indie* iu the ubaeurc ..< their
bar land*, and all hi* Jeremy I tiddler pro|«*n*iiir*
while abroad Hut we had promised lareei tunel
the attack, and to tbie day have not read any pit
ef it; nor uid we intend ever to have alludod it
it ite author; ami w. shall now <roatent evredt
with simply -bowing why b« ha« *e»ali-d n*. ia
order thai the editor of the Loudon .V >«m; <t
may kiow the ekaracter of our assailant Iu toia
< immunity we are l.otb hweWn, aed, therefor*, no
vil li tee against a,-null limn Uiat i|uatt«r u n .«**»
¦-.ii nor would it be eacusahlc.

.~"nme twenty year.- "got we rend in the New York
Attn er that N. 1*. \Viitlie I ad gone abroad, an t
would be the foreign wrreepoudi ot of that paper.
'I he eeqio l ia wi ll known. Willi* became a., in¬
mate of lady Hlri-eington's coterie.the no t i-n-
niornl in l* i.don. Lul winch waa e .inpo- .l of the
h gbr »¦. intellect* of I lie age It iaacarcely i eec*-
»aiy to add that the female member* of it were all
nfoowktlul re*|*-< (ability, and never admit) -d iuto
the higher and better ctrclea of Kngli.-h aocletgp.
while no gi nth man Iwal *«c.*l cut ov freqwanting
I.ady Mtw<ingiuu'a brilliant circle. Thr'".gh tin*
luciliuin Willi* obtained avcea* to uiauy of I ie Wat
house* in i.nglaid, where he %»n* treated with the
freedom, ronbrlcnce, and boapitality which an Kng-
lohman mi well know* how uj eateiid l<> iImw*' who
aie once admitted into In* home. 1'liat l.o pi-
talitv he repaid by selling to the Ni w York Atntvr,
for I he twin tit ol ita rewdeia, thei. family aeerete,
and revealing their every-day confidential conver-
aiition* in relation to iiulivnlmtli' Theae ptibli-
r at ion* went bark to Kngland, and one or two duel*
were about to take phioe in coneeqMMt ot tlti* \ lie
betrayal ot hospitality Willie »n excluded from
gentlemen'* home* and table*, and the pre** united
iu citing hi* i onduct aa a *pc. imen of American
breeding. and tho nen**ity of excluding in future
all Americana Horn Kngliah home*.the sanctity
and privacy of wbieb they would violate and exp we
for a price
We protected againat thi* con damnation of a

whole nation in rnoaequence of the conduc. of a
mere adventurer, who did not eren claim to know
what helongi>d to the proprietiee of *ocial inter¬
coms*.who wa* utterly ignorant of the rale* of
society on both aide* of the Atlantic.aad whose
habit*, inatinct*. and connection*, were alike at
war with the feeling* and breeding of a gentlmnan.
The Auierirtn nrens, generally, with *oaroely an

exception, took t&i #*tne ground, and viodieatod,
a* was the ir duty, the eharHcter of our countrymen
from the alur east upon it by Willi*. After hi* re¬

turn to the United State*, we *pewt a winter with
him et the Actor (loose; but peremptorily refused
t«i be introduced te him or to recognise him aa a

gentleman, in ronerqnenre of hit proverbially bad
cnduet everywhere throughout l.uropo. It hap-
| ened, however, Ui«t in the sumuier 1 -»*I or '42, at
Saratoga, Willi* arrived at the I nited Stetr* about
uiidduy. and came into the drawing room, when we
were ti<-only gentlemen in the room Ilewata
atranger to all the ladiea preaent. and, ooming di¬
rect!; to ua, we rccogtuneii hut aa aa wquaiuUaoa.

and named him to tho ladies without any speoialintroduction, and left the room. .Subsequently we
.poke In the street in passing; and onoe, and enee
only, did we ever pause to exchange a solitary ob¬
servation. He quarrelled with our assistant, Mr.
Raymond; and, as it was our duty to do, we rave
Mr Raymond the use of our columns to defend
himself, simply requiring that he should do so over
his own signature This he did etfectually; and by
way of showing Willis's excuse for disliking us, we
republish on our outside, Mr. Raymond's last letter
to Willis, for which, as we afterwards learned, Willis
threatened to horsewhip us, but finally thought
better of it.

In 1H4-, a very dear friend of ours.one who was
beloved by all who knew him, and who still mourn
his untimely end, without dreaming that Willis
caused his deuth.discovered that his only daugh¬
ter, the idol of his soul, and upon whom all a fa¬
ther's love and means had been lavished, had fallen
a victim to Willis's arts. Her ruin was complete;but her heart-broken father still clung to the hopeofhiding from the world her shame. Tie made but
one confidant of his daughter's fall, besides ourself;and we proceeded to compel Willis to surrender
certain letters in his possession, which admitted her
fall, and which he shamefully preserved from the
basest motives. He was accordingly requested to
be at the offioe of the gentleman referred to, at a
certain hour. We met him there. What followed
need not be told, except that ho was allowed twenty-tour hours to make the surrender of the letters of
his victim. At the expiration of that time we mot
him again, received from him the letters, wkioh
even the most unprincipled libertine, possessing one
particle of human feeling, would have destroyed as
toon as read; and from that day to this, never suf¬
fered him to speak to us, even in the street. Our
suoeees in thul hiding from the world the shame of
his dear child, gladuODed the heart of our friend;
but his was not the nature to survive such a blow.
In less than three months we followed him to tho
tomb; and in the sight of that God before whom
the seducer of his child must also one day appear,N. P. Willis is as much his murderer as he would
have been if he had pinnged a dagger to his heart
That be hates us with the concentrated hatred of a
fiend for having bceu the instrument of compellinghim to do at least partial justice to his victim, and
that ho equally hates the friend in whose presencehe was humbled, we never for a moment doubted.
But be bottled up his hatred for years in sucoession;
and finally, whrn we bad left tho country, he pouredforth, ai we are told, the vial* of bis wrath upon us,
in language which even the editors of the Day Booh
could not excel, and contented themselves with
borrowing.
The London Morning Poet will juigo from tkie

brief narrative of oar acquaintance witli Willi*, and
the cause of his abuse of us, precisely tho value of
that abuse. We have never, by an aocident, met
him in the house of a gentleman in this city but
once, lie write* about sooiety; but he write* from
what he gather* in the lobbie* of the Opera House
and theatres, and at oonoerts, and, possibly, in
families on the outskirts of society, who are led to
believe that he hit* access to good houses, and
kixiws something of what he wrilM. But this is an
error. He is not admitted into society; and we
know the faot, that ladies who occasionally impru¬dently tolerate him at the opera or theatre, have
made such tolerance dependent upon the faot that
he shall never join them in Broadway. Had Mrs.
Forrest understood his actual position, it is probable
that she would not now be suffering from his ac¬
quaintance; and had some kind friend teli JennyLind, on her arrival in this oountrv, who Willis
was and is, the people of the Uniteu States would
not have had it proclaimed through the Home Jour-
not that he had paraded our streets in her company.The fact that he persuaded Miss Lind thus to set
at defiance public opinion, and merely fer the pur¬
pose of publishing it, will open the eyes of oao so
experienced as the editor of the London Morning
Pu\t, to the true character of the man, and reader
further comment by us out of plnoe-

8CHIDULK B.
[Frotn the New fork Herald of Saturday.)

WILLIS vs. WEBB.
To the Public, (in Corrtrtwn of <t Statement mode

by Vol. IVrbb.)
Some five or six year* ago, when I «u editing a

daily paper in this city, I received several letter*
from a young schoolgirl, who i« now a uioat re»-
peutable married lady, residing, with bcr husband
and children, in a neighboring State She was a
child of a great deal ot irregular genius and eooen-
tricity of conduct; but, withal, neier seemed to me
to baie either the idea or (he oousriousness of any
impropriety. She would go where she liked, oall
on any gentleman whom she cared to see, and
once, it is well known, when offended at heme,
went and offered herself as a servant girl to a is-
mily in the oity Being very beautiful, »be was very
much admired; hut 1 have often suid of her, and say
tow, tbat 1 never knew so wild, brilliant and ap¬
parently lawless a creature, who inspired so uni¬
versal a confidence in her virtue lentil Colonel
Webb's raluminous publication of Thursday, te
which this is a reply, 1 never heaiil it doubled

'1 his voung girl bad a passion for literary fame,
and, it 1 reiDi-iiilier rightly, wrote a novel befer
Iter marriage. Her letters to use were the irregula-
outj-ouiing* of a heart and mind oterflowing and
impatient of silence; but, however disconnected and
tbspsodieal, they seemed to me more full than wi
at all common of the ui.concentrated promise »
genius What sentiment in the n was addressed t
myself, I never twice thought of.for it is su?h a
is addressed often to those who are the suppo.sdgate-keepers to celebrity and appreciation A
editor's drawer is full of such propitiatory oompli
Hicnts, and ho is imieed silly if be consider thorn as
as.i thing but be toll to the pathway of famo.

t'n her return from l.uro|-e, some time after. 1
heard that this lady was about to be married, and a
gentleman wrote to me for au interview, and courte¬
ously applied for ber letters I had laid them aside,
thinking them interesting, as the first irregular utter¬
ances ot aha' 1 thought would prove to be genius,but promptly leturned them, with no idea tbat
there war anything either threatening or unusual
in the rs<jiie*t t ol. Webb was piesent when thev
were dtl ttitd, but oxpri«sed no diasali-factiou
wish me or with then. I, soon after, mot her
tat her, whv, I undeistood, had supposed mo to be
an eiicournger of the enoeiitriuitiesof his daughter,
iit.'i had tell unkindly to me; but with a few wordi
of e aplasialion, mo si < ok hands and parted, and of
tbat matter 1 never thought more

(>f the "complete ruin of this lady, (now livingmost rt»|*<-tably with ber hu-hand and oaildreu in
a neighboring -tate ) Col Webb accuses me, in
lai gtage to gross to copy. Ho begins by ssw-'igthat lie war Liiueell. a vei) dear friend of her 1'anier
Mte has been mairicd six years.this is tbo first
tin e she has ever been areuaed of guilt, privatoly or
publicly, to iny know ledge..mil Col Webb uvw
at eusrs me of her rum, calling hor father a "verydi ar fritnd," whoa- "untimely end ho mourns '

1 his at> oration is unqualifiedly nntiue; bur even if
s«> ciu*I and wilful a lalsehotal were trua, what hu¬
man be ail wouid bethought eapableof so agouis.ugthe living daughter of a u- s<l friend, a - to re-par t te
it to the world alter it wva f-irgottenf It was be¬
cause he revei gefully thought ibat a fresh i lander
.I this kind would be the- "drop too mueh" in my
ci |< of *n< h troubh at this time; ai d.(it the p.ibIh mud prrfri to take side* agaii rt innocence, w>ik
aut iioul or tisxoi.)-t.'than* it will'

N 1'. Wili.iv.
ttxjiHNiiBsr or cot.. vtKT.n

[fa-si tfis I oura r and Kn |Utfs-r Mtj lb )Any i« ply to the foregoing ( Willie* ease.) If .noit
. *] licit than wr siateiner Us, might possibly la: d la
.vj. »|» pure ot tha | si ty to whom we allu le. a ra
.a.It to which. of oonrpe, we cannot k« apirtyW In n w c uete- tritlis d hi >« fly. yet tleaily, t« ap -rise
tlx lawiilon A.'orwfug /' if, and he public, of ilia
tan . of Will iomuy towards ua.wm.-n, u hi id
be remembered, was evinced in an article Sea igbis (Wu signuliiie. and pub-uhed in the II >nrr J >+<¦¦
wnl, after Wr had loft tils («>u«it<-y, Wnbout t'lC »*.
tereevir. of a previous diiiiiulty.it was not until
wr Lao iunvrd al the oonelusion that wr rnul I <la
m wilbotit the slight-»t rtek of the pu'dic fixingable to corjesiuie who was the party impliaai -1.V e srn pi« pared, of course, for aeriuipas and r J-
I ors . I l h«- uiosl riitiou'o is character: bui wa
I ely »(I rre that < 'y one prison h.»*id«» Willis
i u'd ice u-H rra'aiwi t< whoni w< alluded, net wr
lit»i foi o iihI v « i.iun to *¦ ate the fact* precisely¦u tbr> 0<< uir-'d. Ir 'U< i* those who. fioua tBrir

t'S't lsa..!'ar.ty w:\h V. jtlis, are liablr to suspi¬cion. »n-' if, ax »« «rc lorried, the names of half
it do/ni cI i,i» f< > *'« .rlends ate bandrd about a
beng the pail'iilw viotini referred to by n«, w«
are not roaps-taihU lor their names being thus u«ed.W bethei Willis, in the foregoing card, intendedsimply to mislead the pnblio iu regard to the partyimplicated, by pretending to misuiider '.iind as, ei-tectaliv to sorteti the injured, is more than w» candetermine. In charity we are willing to oonodertbie aa one of his muting f(.r detidng and publish¬ing a romance, which, if "founded on fact,' l< oneto which we have never been a party, md wish ta«details ot which we are utterly ignorant. We ushesitatingly declare that we know iiolh.ng of so ih
a care a* Willi* describe* ; and if it be other than
firtion, we advise biui in futnre to ab-tain from re¬
vealing any of his affairs wilh "young girls" whohate bnp|ieiied to exhibit " uneonceiilratod proini*oof ginius, ' but who have settled down into " re-*|s<ctalile mariied ladies " They will not thauk himtor being painted at iu connection with our charge;and in this relation, hi* card is an offence agwniit**fTJ gentlemanly impulse Kven if his publica¬tion were true, and had a bearing upon what we al¬
lege, it would he unpardonable in bim to make it,toeereen himsoft from public indignation. And ifhi* life has been such that the public have wore* ef
name* upon whom to fix suspicion, it i* no affair of
ours. We repeat, that hut one person live*, be¬
sides W illis and oursclf, who can possibly know te
wh'-m wr have alluded; and moat assuredly, we
shall do nothing to point suapicion te Its victim.
W c now reiterate every word of eur charge; aud

were we writing for the reader* of the Vomrtrr ttmi
A.wi/viiirr only, we should be content to leave tha
matter upon the issue of our renjwetire characters
tor titith. but thu »ny not be, under ecxeuaf cu


